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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Examiner's previous Office Action made final on (6/22/2004) is vacated. 

Drawings 

2. The drawings were received on 1/8/2002. These drawings are approved. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-3, 12, 14 and 16 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Jones et al (5,033,076 hereinafter Jones). 

Regarding claim 1 . Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), comprising: 

determining whether a call is from a public telephone number or from a private 
telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service and/or 
option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be displayed, 
col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

determining whether the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 
27-31, col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 
lines 63-68); 
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completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has 
the caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31 , col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 
4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68); and 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
col. 4 lines 22-25), 

issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) stating 
that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a designated 
digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated digit is 
dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing of the 
called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53). 

Regarding claim 2. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), comprising: 

determining whether a call is from a public telephone number or from a private 
telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service and/or 
option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be displayed, 
col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

determining whether the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 
27-31, col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 
lines 63-68); 
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if such call is from a public number and the called party has caller id feature 
completing the call (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31 , col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 
4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), and if not, 

issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) stating 
that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a designated 
digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated digit is 
dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing of the 
called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53). 

Regarding claim 3. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), comprising: 

if such call is determined to be from a private number (see abstract wherein 
customers offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their 
telephone numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 
44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27- 
50) stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53). 

If such call is determined to be from a public telephone number (see abstract 
wherein customers offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so 
that their telephone numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, 
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col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25), determining whether the called party has a caller 
id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 
12-21 , col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), and if not, issuing the announcement to the 
calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) and if such designated digit is dialed (col. 5 lines 15-17), 
completing the call whereas if the announcement is issued and any other digit is dialed, 
preventing ringing of the called party's telephone (col. 5 lines 18-19); and 

if such call is determined to be from a public number, and if such called party has 
caller id feature, ringing the called party's telephone and delivering to the called party 
the calling party's public telephone number (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31 , col. 2 lines 44- 
50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Regarding claim 12. Program claim 12 is rejected for the same reason as 
method claims 1-3 since the claimed method steps would perform the program code 
recited in claim 12. 

Regarding claim 14. Jones teaches determining if call is from public or private 
telephone numbers (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service and/or 
option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be displayed, 
col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25). 

Regarding claim 16. Jones teaches determining whether the called party has a 
caller id feature is included within central office (see central office 121 and 131 figure 1). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 4-11, 13, 15, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jones et al (5,033,076 hereinafter Jones) in view of Wu (5,872,840). 

Regarding claim 4. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), whether a call is from a public telephone number or from 
a private telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service 
and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be 
displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
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numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) 
stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53); 

if the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 
44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), 
completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has the 
caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 
lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Jones does not explicitly show screening calls to jurisdictions. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming calls appearing on the enhanced-do-not-disturb list. 
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Regarding claim 5. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), whether a call is from a public telephone number or from 
a private telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service 
and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be 
displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) 
stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53); 

if the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 
44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), 
completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has the 
caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 
lines 12-21 , col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Jones does not explicitly show screening calls to jurisdictions. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
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list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming calls appearing on the enhanced-do-not-disturb list. 


Regarding claim 6. Jones teaches using an identifier used for calling party (col. 5 
lines 10-17). 

Regarding claims 7 and 19. Jones does not explicitly show using busy tone 
when calling party enters any other digit than the override digit. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). Wu also teaches congestion/busy tone may be used (col. 2 lines 7-9, 
col. 4 lines 7-8). 
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It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming via generating a congestion/busy tone towards the calling party as taught by 
Wu. 

Regarding claim 8. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), whether a call is from a public telephone number or from 
a private telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service 
and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be 
displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) 
stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53); 

if the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 
44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), 
completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has the 
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caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 
lines 12-21 , col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Jones does not explicitly show screening calls to jurisdictions. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming calls appearing on the enhanced-do-not-disturb list. 

Regarding claim 9. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), whether a call is from a public telephone number or from 
a private telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service 
and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be 
displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
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col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) 
stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53); 

if the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 
44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), 
completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has the 
caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31 , col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 
lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Jones does not explicitly show screening calls to jurisdictions. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming calls appearing on the enhanced-do-not-disturb list. 
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Regarding claim 10. Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), whether a call is from a public telephone number or from 
a private telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service 
and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be 
displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) 
stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53); 

if the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 
44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), 
completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has the 
caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31 , col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 
lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Jones does not explicitly show screening calls to jurisdictions. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
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DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming calls appearing on the enhanced-do-not-disturb list. 

Regarding claim 1 1 . Jones teaches a method for screening a potentially 
unwanted call (Title, abstract), whether a call is from a public telephone number or from 
a private telephone number (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service 
and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be 
displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25); 

when the calling party is a private number (see abstract wherein customers 
offered a class of service and/or option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone 
numbers will not be displayed, col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, 
col. 4 lines 22-25), issuing an announcement to the calling party (col. 2 lines 27-50) 
stating that if the call is a potentially unwanted call, the calling party must enter a 
designated digit (col. 2 lines 38-43) in order to complete the call and if such designated 
digit is dialed, completing the call, whereas if any other digit is dialed, preventing ringing 
of the called party's telephone (col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 6-9, col. 4 lines 38-53); 
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if the called party has a caller ID feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31, col. 2 lines 
44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68), 
completing the call if such call is from a public number and the called party has the 
caller id feature (abstract, col. 2 lines 27-31 , col. 2 lines 44-50, col. 3 lines 2-19, col. 4 
lines 12-21, col. 4 lines 35-38, col. 4 lines 63-68). 

Jones does not explicitly show screening calls to jurisdictions. 

Wu teaches an enhancement do not disturb subscriber feature within a 
telecommunications network (Title, abstract). Wu teaches an enhanced-do-not-disturb 
list is maintained in the terminating telecommunications exchange (see "ENHANCED 
DND" list located in terminating telecommunications exchange 55 figure 2) so that 
incoming call to customer that subscribes to enhanced DND may be restricted or barred 
(col. 6 lines 5-57). 

It would have been obvious for any one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the privacy screening feature as taught by Jones to incorporate 
the enhanced-do-not-disturb list as taught by Wu for the benefit of restricting or barring 
incoming calls appearing on the enhanced-do-not-disturb list. 

Regarding claim 13. Program claim 13 is rejected for the same reason as 
method claims 4-5 and 8-1 1 since the claimed method steps would perform the program 
code recited in claim 13. 
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Regarding claim 15. Jones teaches determining if call is from public or private 
telephone numbers (see abstract wherein customers offered a class of service and/or 
option to dial a privacy request so that their telephone numbers will not be displayed, 
col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 1-19, col. 3 lines 44-62, col. 4 lines 22-25). 

Wu also checks to see if calling party telephone number is on the enhanced-do- 
not-disturb list (col. 6 lines 19-23). 

Regarding claims 17-18 and 20. Jones teaches determining on per call basis 
(col. 2 lines 62-68, col. 3 lines 2-19). 


Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Barry W. Taylor whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
481 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 6:30am to 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (703) 305-4708. The fax phone number for 
this Group is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to Technology Center 2600 customer service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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